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APPLICANTS' REPLY BRIEF FILED UNDER 37 C.F.R. S1.193(bW1^ 

In response to the Examiner's Answer having a mall date of May 20, 2010, the 
Applicants submit this reply brief to address the Examiner's arguments. 

Argument 

First, the Examiner asserts that "system information 'tags' ... are equivalent, i.e. 
another name for, 'system information block type fields'." That statement is incorrect, as 
can be shown from a closer reading of Wiberg, which describes how System 
Information Blocks (SIBs) can include both a "block type" and a "value tag:" 

Each system information block, in certain embodiments, may include the 
following fields: block type , expiration time, value tag , and/or parameter 
value(s). The block type refers to a block type definition that specifies what 
system information elements or parameters are included in the block, as 
well as a default expiration time, the size of the value tag, and the scope 
of the block 55. The scope is the area where the block 55 may potentially 
be used; it may be either the cell where the block is broadcast or the 
PLMN. In the case of PLMN scope, the block 55 may be used in other 
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cells in the same PLMN, depending on the value tags as discussed 
herein. The expiration time, of course, indicates how long the parameter 
values may be used by a MS without being re-read. If this field is not 
present in a block 55, then a default expiration time may be used by the 
MS. Thus, a MS that receives a block 55 may use the parameter values In 
the block so long as: 1) the expiration time has not expired or passed 2) 
the current cell is within the scope of the system information block 55 and 
3) the block type and value tag (if present) are currently valid in the current 
cell in which the MS is located as Indicated by the master block 57 
(column 14, line 42, et seq. ; emphasis added) 

Therefore, the patentability of Applicants' claims does not depend, as asserted by the 

Examiner, on "terms used in the reference [that] are synonymous with the tenns 'system 

information blocks' and 'system information block type field' as described In Applicants' 

specjfication." (Examiner's Answer; page 18, line 11, etseq.) 

Secondly, the Examiner states that: 

'Wiberg teaches that the SIB type values are Included in master 
information blocks which contain the system infonnatlon blocks Col 3. II. 
11-12, aka 'SIBs' and other referencing information blocks to which the 
SIBs refer, these SIBs contain system information parameters Col 3 II 
20-23. Wiberg also teaches that if the SIB value received by a mobile 
station is unknown, i.e. not within a nominal range, then the mobile station 
will retrieve system information, Col. 15 II. 49-52 "If the [system 
information] tag is not found, the MS locates and reads the system 
information block from the appropriate broadcast slave channel indicated 
in the master block." (Examiner's Answer; page 18, line 24 et seq- 
emphasis in original) 

The Examiner reads too much into the teachings of Wiberg. As noted in the Background 
portion thereof: 

. . . problems with broadcasting system information in conventional 
cellular communication networks include the following. First, an MS is 
forced to reread (e.g., at each cell change) system Information 
parameters that may in fact be identical to earlier read parameters 
(column 2, line 28, et seq.; emphasis added) ... In view of the above It 
will be apparent to those skilled in the art that there exists a need In the art 
for . . . reducing the need for a mobile station (MS) to re-read system 
information parameters at cell change when such parameters have, 
in fact, not changed at all from one cell to another, (column 2. line 62 
et seq. ; emphasis added) 
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To address that problem, Wiberg teaches: 

toS^S^;^ broadcast in master infomation blocKs. 

separate sys'tem X^on Zt^Trnl!^^'!'"^;, 
transmits or broadcasts currentlyT^^ teg "alues for Ih* ~« 

Thus, i, can be seen that what Wibe„ teaches is a mabUs^ ^^ading a 
pa cular System ,nfom.a«on BlocK (S,B, only ^ « ,3 detem,ined that .he moL 

^ as no previous^,sto,ed the system parameters in such S,B and ide";;^ 
particular tag. As noted above, the Examiner points .0 column 15, lines 49-52 as 
.each,ng .hat . the S,B value received by a mobile station Is y^. u, not *in 

Zs er!d . ' ' ^ - ^'^ «i is 

»ns,der d unKnownMoamoblle station is beca^ 

tt-e mob,le stations current -block tag list," as described at column ,5, line 40, et se,, ,0 
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thf N!i!I!f f ? • ^ f^"" the cell in which the MS is located 

^ave^bi^feSJLT'"'' previously stor.H .IL^t!^^^^ 

nave been removed, the corresponding parameters are considered as 
until received in a valid system information block 55 I any new 
m'cP'''"'^^ ^^ f' ''"^^""^ by the MS into a new 

t?n ^' If on '^^/^^!f '/^ "^'^'^^^ ^ stored block with a matching 
tag If one is found (and its expiration time has not passed Te 
CO responding information is entered into the parameter list If the taa is 

(eS add^df 

Thus, it can be seen that the reason a lag" is "unknown" is not because it is "not within 
a nominal range." but because It is not currently In a mobile station's block tag list. 

Finally, the functionality pointed to by the Examiner in Wlberg is executed in a 
mobile station ; if a mobile station receives a master information block containing a tag 
not currently stored in its block tag list, the mobile station locates and reads the system 
information block from the appropriate broadcast slave channel indicated in the master 
block. In contrast, the invention recited by Applicants in claim 8 relates to a method of 
operating "a node of a telecommunications network which prepares network system 
information for transmission across an air interface to a user equipment unit [i.e., a 
mobile terminal]." The method of claim 8. therefore, is not performed In a mobile 
terminal which can receive and read SIBs. but rather In the network mode which 
prepares and transmits such SIBs. That method is directed to overcoming a limitation in 
the types of system information blocks (SIBs) available according to Technical 
Specification 3GPP TS 25.331. To overcome the limited types of SIBs according to TS 
25.331, the claimed invention introduces the use of an SIB "type extension indicator" 
and a "type extension field." Although the teachings of Wiberg do relate, in part, to the 
use of SIBs. there is no teaching therein tn include a SIB "type extension inriir.fltnr" m 
an SIB type field "when the system information block type for a system 
information block referenced by the referencing block does not have a system 
information block type value in a nominal ranas of system information block tvne 
values." The Applicants' invention is characterized by the addition of a "type extension 
indicator" in an SIB type fjejd. It is the fact that an SIB type, outside of the nominal 
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rarifle of system information block types, is to be used for which Applicants have 
invented the use of a type extension indicator. If the SIB type to be used was within the 
nominal range, then it would simply be used; the use of a "type extension field " 
however, allows for the use of SIB types not envisioned, for example, by Technical 
Specification 3GPP TS 25.331. Wiberg fails to teach that functionality and. therefore, 
the Examiner has not established that claim 8 is anticipated thereby. 

The set of claims beginning with independent claim 15 is directed to a method 
perfomied in a user equipment unit (i.e., a mobile terminal) for recognizing and utilizing 
such SIBs having a block type outside the nominal range of SIB type values, as 
presented in claim 8. Similarly, the set of claims beginning with independent claim 47 is 
directed to such mobile terminal embodying that functionality, and the set of claims 
beginning with independent claim 51 is directed to a system, including both the network 
node and user equipment unit, embodying such functionality. Therefore, those claims 
are also not anticipated by Wiberg. 
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CONCLUSION 



As established by the arguments In Appellants' original brief, and further 
elaborated herein in response to the Examiner's Answer, claims 8-16. 31-35 and 39-51 
are patentable over the prior art of record, and the Applicants request that the rejections 
thereof be reversed and the application be remanded for further prosecution. 
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